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DETAILED ACTION 

This office action is responsive to amendment filed on 10/15/2004. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 - 23 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Regarding Applicant argument (page 2, last paragraph), the examiner maintains 
that Grasso does suggest the idea of user evaluations or usage value summaries 
associated with system elements ( see col. 1 1 , lines 1 1 - 40). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 1 - 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Grasso et al (US 5,892,909; hereinafter Grasso) in view of Helland et al (US 6,014,666; 

hereinafter Helland). 

Regarding claims 1,11,17, and 21, Grasso teaches a system that allows multiple 
users to manage the distribution and delivery of information across an enterprise 
Intranet, the Internet, and common communication channels (see fig. 1C; col. 2, lines 20 
- 33; claimed a distributed knowledge and process base providing multiple-user access 
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via a plurality of client devices to data, processes, and services), an intranet-based 
system with methods for co-active information delivery, using user role policies (col. 4, 
lines 29 - 30; suggesting a distributed object technology system (DOTS)), said system 
provides a wizard-like user interface which intuitively walks users through various tasks, 
including distribution of new documents, updating of existing documents, modifying 
profiles/policies of documents, groups, roles, and individuals (col. 15, lines 18-45; 
claimed said base providing a multi-level privilege-based access to a plurality of users 
via client devices); an adaptive distribution support causes subscriber lists to 
automatically respond to changes in group composition (col. 4, lines 39-47; claimed as 
an organization changes, newly eligible recipients are electronically contacted with their 
new profile (col. 4, lines 47 - 53; claimed said system methods also enabling creation 
and modification of user roles defining default settings limiting access and available 
functions for the role, assignment of roles to users and groups of users); and updating 
settings for users (col. 4, lines 53 - 55; claimed selected overriding of the default 
settings for individual users and groups of users). 

Grasso teaches substantially all the limitations, but fails to specifically teach that 
each of the DOTS having a plurality of system elements including processes, data, and 
services to users, and system methods associated with all system elements enabling 
addition of new system elements and modification of the functionality and content of 
existing system elements. 

However, Helland teaches, in an analogous art, a declarative and programmatic 
access control of component-based server applications using roles, which comprises a 
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plurality of DOTS having a plurality of system elements including processes, data, and 
services to users (fig. 19; col. 5, lines 14 - 30), and system methods associated with all 
system elements enabling addition of new system elements and modification of the 
functionality and content of existing system elements (col. 11, lines 1 1 - 34; col. 11, line 
53 through col. 12, line 13; col. 16, lines 15 - 30). 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Grasso's device by incorporating a plurality of DOTS 
having a plurality of system elements including processes, data, and services to users, 
and system methods associated with all system elements enabling addition of new 
system elements and modification of the functionality and content of existing system 
elements as evidenced by Helland for the purpose of allowing developer(s) flexible 
declarative access control at various levels of processing services of the server 
application. 

Regarding claims 2-5, Grasso and Helland teach all the limitations, and Grasso 
further teaches distribution related security level policies reflecting usage, as well 
summaries, bookmarks, and flags, access controllers and request (see col. 9, lines 17 - 
21; col. 15, lines 18-25; col. 22, lines 46 - 53). 

Regarding claims 6-10, Grasso and Helland teach all the limitations, and 
Helland further teaches the system methods that enable creation and modification of 
security types for system elements; assignment of default access levels and functions 
available for a role accessing a system element with a specific security type; and 
modification of system element usage properties based on user evaluation and usage 
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of the system element; wherein each DOTS further comprises a core defining a unified 
set of system operations applicable to all system elements; wherein the services 
provided by the system elements are selected from the group consisting of an email 
service, an address book service, a calendar service, a linked knowledge service, a 
database, a file management service, a conference service, a task manager service, 
and a match-maker service; wherein each DOTS further comprises a thematic search 
controller to search for system elements with selected parameters; and wherein the 
thematic search controller searches system elements across a plurality of DOTS (see 
col. 14, lines 3 - 59; and col. 14, line 60 through col. 15, line 20). The same motivation 
used for claims 1, 17, and 21 is valid for claims 6 - 10. 

Regarding claims 12-13, Grasso and Helland teach all the limitations, and 
Grasso further teaches that at least one of the DOTS can be accessed by a user using 
a browser as the client device; and wherein each DOTS further comprises a repeated 
actions scheduler enabling users to schedule periodic system operations (col. 12, line 
35 through col. 13, line 35). 

Regarding claims 14-16, Grasso and Helland teach all the limitations, and 
Helland further teaches that at least one of the DOTS further comprises an action object 
defined by an executing environment descriptor and an action statement executable in 
this environment; wherein at least one of the DOTS further comprises a remote control 
scenario defined by a set of remote action objects and a sequence of conditional 
operations executed on the remote action objects; and wherein at least one of the 
DOTS further comprises a notification block to notify users about selected events, (col. 
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16, line 15 - 50). The same motivation used for claims 1,17, and 21 is valid for claims 
14-16. 

Claims 1 8 - 20 and 22 - 23 do not teach or define any new limitations above 
claims 8, 1 1 , and 12, and therefore are rejected for similar reasons. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Yves Dalencourt whose telephone number is (703) 308- 
8547. The examiner can normally be reached on M-TH 7:30AM - 6: 30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on (703) 308-7562. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
Yves Dalencourt 
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